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Applicants are in receipt of the E 
claims 1 and 4 under 35 U.S.C 
4 to Karandinos et al\ rejected c 
to Zhou et al and US- Piibli 



,0$9 



respectf illy request reconsideration and refi jond as follows 



i Applicants have amended claim 1 
segments and semi-crysteUme polymer selments." 
among cttier places, on page IS, paj^graph p3. 



anticipa^ 



6,774J 
Zhou 



1 EMARKS 



% 10^(e^ Reiectton over U,S. 11 iitent No. fi-747,114 to Karand inos et aL 



amorphous and semi-crystalline 
the claimed material. For at 
withdraw of this rejection and allowance 



§ 103(k^ Rejections over U.S. Patent No 



JUL 1 8 2008 



:aminer's Action of January 19, 2006 in which she 
§ 102(e) is being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 
aims 1 and 4 as obvious in light of U.S. Patent No. 
ation No. ;i0020123538 to Zhou et aL Applicants 



to add step (d) which recites, "amoiphous polymer 
Support for this amendment can be found. 



Applicants assert diat the material ilisclosed inl Karandinos et aL does not anticipate the 
instant dlarms for at least the reason that th \ material disclosed in the Karandinos et al. reference 
does not teach the amorphous and semi-cr: stalline segments of polymer of the instant claims, as 
amende i. The amorphous and semi-crysta: line segments are each produced by different catalyst 
The Ka'andinos reference only teaches th : use of a i^ingle catalyst, which cannot produce the 
claunedl amorphous and semi-crysta]line| segments. 

least this 
if the claims 



2002012^538 to Zhnu etaL 



Therefore Karandinos et aL does not 
reason. Applicants respectfully request 



6,774,069 to Zhou et aL and U,S._Publication No. 



that '"Zhou teaches a hot-melt adhesive 



yhe Examiner has rejected claimlfe 1 and 4 as obvious in ligjit of U.S. Patent No. 
to Zhou et aL and U.S. Publicati w No. 20020123538 to Zhou et aL (collectively, 'the 
re|ferences''). Particularly, the Exapiner states 
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instant invention." As the Examiner coirec 
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composition comprising an atactic poJyj ropylene and an isotactic polypropylene which is 
structurally substantially identical to those >f the prop>|lene polymer blends exemplified in the 



:1y states iJ the response, Zhou does teach a blend of 
atactic and isotactic polymers. In contrast, [le instant invention as amended, teaches one polymer 
with amorphous and semi-crystalline segm ^nts, not a b end of polymers. 

Also, the examiner has stated that, 'Zhou does not expressly teach the branch index (g% 
however, almost all propylene polymer p epared by the conventional catalyst such as Ziegler 
catalyst and metallocene catalyst are havi ig a g' of a|t least of 0.98, one would have expected 
those propylene polymers used in the wi rking exati|iides (commercially provided by Sigma- 
Aldrich) are inherently having branch inde^ es of 0.98 or less." 

Applicants disagree. Particularly, n the molejcular weight range set forth in there is a 
significant difference between polypropyle le having a branchiness index as recited in the claims 
and linear polypropylene. In order to inhei mtly anticipate, the cited art must necessarily include 
the allegedly recited element Continental Can Co. v. Monsanto Co., 948 R3d 1264, 1268 (Fed. 
Cir. 1991). Applicants believe that the ci mmerciall) purchased Sigma- Aldrich polypropylene 
used in the Zhou references is Z^egler-^ atta polypropylene which is necessarily linear (not 
branched). NonetbelesSa because the poly )ropylene in the Zhou references does not specify its 
branchiness, it is not necessarily bra ichy and jtbercfore does not inherently include 
polypropylene having a as recited in th ; instant claims. For at least this reason, Applicants 
respectfully assert that the Zhou referenc ^ do not anticipate any of the pending claims and 
request withdrawal of the rejections in ligh of the Zho\i references. 

^ Conclusion 



Applicants believe they have iww ^ ddressed al 
that the current claims are in conditio :i 
reconsideration and allowance of the curre^ tly pending 
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of the Examiner's outstanding issues and 
for allo-yvance. Applicants respectfully request 
claims. If the Examiner believes that it 
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would expedite prosecution of the 



instant app 

telephone the undersigned attorney at her c mvenience. 
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Date \ 



ExxonMobil Chemical Co. 
Law Technology 
P.O. Box 2149 
Baytowh, Texas 77522-2149 
Phone: 281-834-2429 
Fax: 281-834-2495 
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ication, slie is invited and encouraged to 



Respectfully submitted. 
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